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Amendmeiite to the Drawing 
1 (jSm sheet thereoQ 
usage at element 12S, tbus correcting typographical errors. 

No new matter has been introduced with these coirections. 
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REMARKS 

The ^edficatton and Drawings have been amettded. Qaims 1,7- 10, 13 - 15, 18 - 
20, and 26 - 27 have been amended. Claims 2 - 6, 11 - 12, 16 - 17, 21 - 25, and 28 have been 
cancelled from tte appUcation vdthout fxrejudice. Claims 29-32 have been added. No new 
matter has been introduced with these amendments or added claims^ all of ivhich are 
supported in the specification as orignatty filed. Claims 1, 7 - 10^ 13 - 15, 18 - 20, 26 - 27, 
and 29 - 32 are now in the application. 

I. Proposed Replaoetiientlte^ 

A proposed replacement drawing is provided herewith for Fig. 1 (first sheet thereoQ, 
as discussed dK>ve in ""Ameiidmetits to the Dia^^ No new matter has been imroduced 
with this proposed replacement drawing. 

n. Rqecrign under 35 XJ, S. Q §101 

Paragraph 5 of the Office Action dated November 1, 2005 (hereinafier, 'the Office 
Action^) states that Clahns 1 -26arergectedundar35U S, C, §101 as being directed to 
non-statutoiy subject matter. A^opriate amendments have been made herein, and the 
Examiner is respectfiilly requested to withdraw thb t^ectt 

nL DmiW^PfttentinB Rejec^ons 

Paragiraph 7 ofthe Office Acti<Hi states that Claims 1 -8 and 26 are provisionally 
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fleeted under 35 U. S, C. §101 as doming the same imrention as various daims of (co- 
pending) application serial number 10/674,769, Paragraph 9 of ttra Office Action states that 
Claims 22 mi 27 are provisionally rejected under the judicially-created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as bdng unpatmtafole over Claim 18 of the same co- 
pending application. 

Indq>endent Qaim 22 has been cancelled ftom the application without prejudice, 
rendering the double-patenting r^ection moot as to that daim. Independent Qahns 1, 26, and 
27 have been amended herein to clarify that the timitations are performed ''at a client device"". 
This is in contrast to the server-side limitations of co-pending rdated application serial 
number 10/674,769, Applicants believe this suffidently distinguishes the sutgect matter of 
the two applications. Accor(fiqgiy, the Exammer is respectfully requested to whhdraw these 
double-i>at^iting rejections. 

IV. Rfiiection under 35 U. S. C. 6102(b> 

Page 11 of the Office Action states that Claims 1 - 2S are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§102(b) as bdng antidpated by U. Patent 6^00,947 to Kanevsky. Claims 2 - 6, 11 - 12, 16 
- 17^21 -25, and 28 have been canceUedfiom the application ^thootpf)^^ 
rejection moot as to those daims. This rgection is respectfully traversed with regard to 
remmning Claims 1, 7 - 10» 13 - 15, 18 - 20, and 26 - 27. 
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Applicants respectfidly submit that fhetr independent Claims 1, 26, and 27 specify 
limitadons not taught by the cited reference. Applicants find no teaching in Kanevsky, for 
example^ of ''a maiioq) language document that specifies a Web page for rendering on a 
display of the client device, whercm the specification of the Web page fiirther comprises, for 
at least one component of the Web page, syntax defining a plwality of . fqtpniatto^cy^ 
views of the component and oondaiona under which each of tiie views should be selected fiy 
rendering" " (Claim 1^ lines 3-7^ emphasis added; see also Claim 26, lines 3 - 7). Claim 27 is 
^milaf;, bat spedfies fbr each of at least two components (Claim 27, fines 4 - 8» 
emphasis added). 

See, fbr example^ refin^ence numbers 135 - 170 of Fl^ 1, which coirespond generally 
to ""syntaxdefinmg a plurality ofah^nadvesdectable views of the c^ As 
illustrated therdn, eadi of the selectable views G>r the samfde conq)onent is ^edfied using a 
"<div>" dement (having 3 alternative views 140, ISO, and 160, in this example), 

Rjrtfaermore^ Applicants find no teaching in Kanevsky of (inter alia) the fbllowing 
limitations: 

'^piribteiein the syntax defi^^ 

comprises AjnarisMp language dement in the maikup language document, and 
wbodn eadi of the alternative sdectdile views is q>edfie d as a ctaMLelement 
of the maflaip language element^ (Oaim 8, lines 1-5, empliasis added); 
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"Vhordn tihe syntax defiidflg the conditiotid i& specified as executable Jogdc 
within the markup lang jiiaftfe dncmnpnt'' (Claim 9, lines 1-2, emphasis added); 
"wherein the syntax defining the conditions is specified in the markup 
language document as a refeience to erfemaHy^stored logic that perfbrnis the 
evahiating step^ (Claim 20» lines 1-3^ enq)hasis added); 
* "wherein (Mie of the one or more evaluated fiictors comprises a current 

processmg load on the client device'' (Claim 30^ Hnes 1 - Z, emphasis added); 
^berdn one of the one or more evahiated factors comprises a pplications 
currenthr executing at the dient device" (Claim 3 1 , Hoes 1-2, emphasis 
added); or 

« "^wherein one of the one or more evahiated factors con^rises network 
cgnn^ jpps CMmmfe-OPPt^ at the cliem device'' (Claim 32, lines 1 - 2, 
emphasis added). 

Accordingly, i^licantsrespectfi% submit that then- independent Claims 1, 26, and 
27 are patentable over Kanevslsy. Dq^endent Claims 1, 7 - 10, 13 - 15, 18 - 20, 26 - 27, and 
29 - 32 aie ihmstorc deemed patentable by virtue of {inter alia) the aUowability of the 
independent claims from whidi they dqpend. 

The Examiner is therefore respect&Oy requested to withdraw the §102 
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V. Conclusion 

Applicants res4)ectfully request reconsideration of the pending rejected claims^ 
wiAdrawal of all presently outstanding rejections, and alloivance of all remaining clainxs at an 
early date. 



Respectfully submitted, 

N&urdaL.Doubet 
Attorney for .^)pl}cants 
Reg. Ko. 40,999 

Cu5toni«r Number for Correspondence: 43168 
Phone: 407-343-7586 
Fax: 407-343-7587 
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